i

~":1 Hoab District =

,San Rafael Resource Area
" P. G. Drawer AB
Price, Uteh 84501

: CERTIFIED MAIL--Return Rece'lpt Requestea
Certification No. 672 £CC 426 LT

ffil". A J 3 Co‘rneH .;. Cer NDV LR
‘Castle Valley Nining Cempany el ST _%§_§85
P.C. Box 1240 <2 ) S s BRI -
- Castle 8a1e, UT 84'13 e T e R

. __,. ..' . - . T -,
\sv.'

- Your plan of operations for conducting mining and mi]ling eperatfcns fOr
cypsum in 7. 19 S., R. 10 E., Section 23, Shl/4 is appreved subject tc the
foiiow1ng stipulctions. ' .

1. If any cultural or paleantolcgica] va]ues are uiscovered during the course
¢f operaticns, uork wfll cease at the site and the Area Fanager will be
not1f1ec. - ‘

~

Z. HNo 011 or Iubr1cant Nl]] be drained onto tre ground surface.

3. Trceh will be col]ectec and contqirec and wil] not be allcowed to accumu-
late. A1l trash w111 be hauled tc 2 Tocal county or city dump or landfill.

4. FPeclamstion procecures vwill be complieted between Cctober 15 and Hovem-
ber SC.  Any pit wells will be reduced to a 50 percent or 1:2 slope.
Listurbed areas will be restcred to approximstely the original contour. The
" topsoil will be spread and the area reseeded with the following seed mixture
at the rete of € pounds per acre if drilled, but the rate will be doublec i¥
the seed 1s broadcast and harrowed. :

Pounds
: Per

Crasses/Species Acre
Indian ricecrass Cryzopsis hymencices 1
Send cropseed Sporobelus cryptandrus 1
Blue gramma Bouteloua gracilis 1
Curly grass’ Hilaria jemesii 1
Shrubs/Species
Shacscele - Atriplex confertifolia 1/2
reur-wing saltbush Atriplex canescens 1/2
Kinterfat Eurctia lanata . 172
kermon tea Ephecra Sp. . 1/
Sweetl clover ielilcetus Sp. 2

Total 6
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s.mﬂ bond in the amount of;$25, OCG w1l be obtained and a copy submtted to
: "“the San Rafael Area‘Office pr1or to any mining activity. "Alternatively,. the
Loperator may, in lieu of thebond, deposit and maintain $25,000 in cash or -

mfdﬁsecuritiesdnaa Féderal c’ep sitory account of the United States‘]'reasury.

" :‘i’r:;:..(' b

D’;.;Et‘*y ..,'Buﬂo'lngsgwﬂl bé painte d such that the structures b'leno into the
Zp,ﬂ;;’ “surmﬁnaiﬁg“‘ Eﬂoscapf S
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fresx57:7, The operator will obta!n a'll necessary State pem'lts 1m:lud'lng those for i
L,W-u_;*: air-guality;:mining;i and vater. The State standards for air qua'th and water
" "W be adhered to by the operator. .- .. - e Ry

",‘3"*** rims Delivery Fee ' f 'f ~“,,’;f"§ ."" N . c “ . o “"’ .
. ms.«—mlfmthedivestock water-pipeline 1 s damaged or broker during the course of
“opérations, the pipeline will be-repatred immediately. If livestock are .-
e e prevented;fron~orink1ng —#om the stock tank due to the cperation, the tank

2, ="w‘wﬂ}«'b‘e““moved to & su1table location b,y the operator.“
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File Coae: 17%1/3860¢

ENVIKCEMENTAL ASSESSISENT COVER SHEET

[ ibraft EA [X] Final EA EA No. LT-067-&£€-0%

Prcject: Plan of Cperations for Chalk Eills Gypsum line & Mill

' . : . “Project
Applicant: Castle Valley Mining Company Locaticn: T18S, RICE, Sec. 22, Sk1/4

Intehsity of Analysis: [ 1 Minimal [X] Low [ 1 Medium

ELM dffice: Can Rafezel Resource Ares Phorie ko. EC1-€37-4Eg4

List of Preparers: -

kame S Title Rescurces Assigned

T. Jeff Carroll ) kiTalife Biclocist kilclife
Les Cobson hyerologist R Kir Gueiity/nater
Steve Falk Mining Encineer Mininc
A. Laurelle Kuches Realty Specialist Realty
RecreationsVisual/
Terry humphrey Recreatien Planner kilaerness
Mervin S. hiles Environ. Protec. Spec.  keclamation
Blaine liller Archaeclogist Cultural
Davia S. Orr Rance Conservationist kange/Vegetation
Team Leader/Topography/
Neil A. Sinmons Geclogist Geolocy/Paleontolocy/Seils

?Z@;]g :f-/v:n/vrwm,d /Ceologist ” ~ /"?L - 35

Team Leacer SicnaturesTille Cate

kang C163L



1781/2808

i (U-GE7)
DECISICA RECCRD ANC
FIKDING CF hC SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
I. PFCJECT ICENTIFICATICN
EA No. Lt-067-£6-05 Project Type: Plan of Operations
Cperater: Castle Valley hining Lease/RUk No.
Project Location: T15S, RICE, (Cther Info.
Section 23, Sk1/4

Submittal Date: Gctcber &, 1GES Field Insp. Cate: Cctober G, 1S&5
11. DECISICK RECORD o

A. Decision:

I have cecided to proceed with the proposed action which is to approve'tﬁe
plan of operat1on for the cpening of a gypsum mine and constructicn of a
rmi1l. A bera in the amount of $25,CCC woula be required.

B. Rationaie:

Nc unnecessary or undue degradation of the lands involved with the plan of -
operations would occur.

% .

C. Envircnmental Considerations

Environmerital impacts would be minor ana the only irreversible anc irretriev-
able commitment of resources wcula be the loss of the gypsum. :

D. Stipulations

The stipulations following are included as part of this Decision Reccrd. The
stipulaticns have been developea through this Environmental Assessment tc
miticate the en»1ronnenta] impacts of the action permittea by this Cecision
kecord.

1I1I. FINDIKG OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
(Does not apply to Categorical Exclusions)

Basea on the analysis of potentiel environmental impacts containea in this
Envircnmental Assessmerit, I have. aeterminec that impacts are not expected to
be significant. Therefore, an Environnental Impact Statement is not required.

\N\\ \\kUY\ QQ—\\\ O /! //?(?’S

hrea Manager, San Rafael ’ ' Date

hanc C1E40



1751/2608
(U-C67)

STIPULATIGAS

EA No.: UT-G€E7-86-05 Projéct: Chalk Hii1s Gypsum Mine

Applicant: Castle Valley Mining Company

Cescription of Action Considered: Appfove Plan of Operations for Castle Valley

Miniﬁg Company's gypsum mine and mill.

The following stipulations have been developed through the above referencea
Environmental Assessment to mitigate the environmental impacts of this
action. The action referenced is the alternative indicatec on the Decision
Record and rentiored above, ana is described fully in the Environmental
Assessment. o

1. If any cultural or paleontological values are discovered during the course
of operations, work will cease at the site and the Area hanager will be
rnotifiec.

2. No oil cr lubricant will be drainec orito the ground surface.

3. Trash will be collectec ana ccntzined and w111 nct be allowed to accunu-
late. A1l tresh will be hauled tc a local county-or city dump or landfill.

4. Reclamation procedures will be completed between Cctober 15 and Noven-
ber 30. Any pit walls will be reduced to a 50 percent or 1:2 slope.
Disturbed areas will be restored to approximately the oricinal contour. The
tepsoil will be spread and the area reseecec with the following seed mixture
at the rate of & pouncs per acre if drillea, but the rate will be doubled if
the seed is broadcast and harrowea.

Pounas

Per
Grasses/Species e . Acre
Indian ricegrass Oryzopsis hymenoides 1
Sand dropseed Sporobolus cryptanarus 1
Elue oramma BEouteloua cracilis 1
Curly grass Rilaria jemesii 1
Shrubs/Species -
Shadscale Atriplex confertifolia 1/2
Feur-wing saltbush Atriplex canescens 1/2
hinterfat Eurotia lanata 1/2
Mormion tea - Erheara Sp. 1/2
Sweet clover melilctus Sp. 2

Total )



2

5. /A bona in the amount cf $25,000 will te obteinea ana a copy submitted to
the San Rafael Area Cffice prior to any mining activity. Alternatively, the
operator may, in lieu of the bond, deposit anc maintain $25,000 in cash or
securities in a Feceral depository account of the United States Treasury.

€. Bu11a1ngs will be paintea such that the structures blena 1nto the
surrounding lanascape.

7. The operator will obtain all necessary State permits 1nc1uo1ng those for
air quality, mining, ana water. The State stanaaros for a1r quality anc water
will be adhered to by the operator.

6. If the livestock water pipeline is damaged or broken during the course of
operations, the pipeline will Le repaired inmediately. If livestock are
prevented frcm drinking from the stock tank due to the cperat1on the tank
will be moved to a suitable lccaticn by the operator.

wang C1&bD



1791/3808
(U-C67)

I. INTRCDUCTION

Castle Valley Mining Company has submitted a plan of cperations for opening a

gypsum mine and constructicn of a mill uncer 43 Coce of Feaeral Regulations

. (CFR) 3&CS.1-5. Applicable acts anc regulations are General Fininc Law of
hay 10, 1972 and Feaeral Land Policy and hanagement Act of Cctober 21, 1¢7€

arc 43 CFR 23806.

II. PRCPCSEC ACTICN AND ALTERKATIVES

A. Proposed Acticn

A gypsur: mine woula be established on the hhite ap ﬁ& placer mining claim on

Tow hills in 7. 19 S., k. 10 E., Section 23, Skl/ ery County—Utah
mill would be consiructed at the base of the hill to the easf (see rap) The
nine, mill, anc adjacent facilities would recuire approximatety—<2l-sac (3

mining would begin on the east side and prcceed to the west. The topso11
would be removed and stockpiled. The gypsum would be rippec by a buildozer,
ana then lcaced ontc a conveyor belt by frent-enc lcacers. Production would
be 500 to 1,0CC tens per day. The convevor would transpert the gypsum to the
mill where it woula be crushed anc cried. Power at the mill would te stppiied
by aiesel-powerea electrical generatcrs. An estimatea 1C to 15 persons wcule
be employec by the cperetion. The prccessec gypsum would.be transportea in
trucks tc local ccal mines fcr use as rock cust or tc lecal communities fer
sale as & soil coenditioner. .

The operator has inaicated in the plan cof operaticns that the operaticn would
be fencea and the land recontcurea at the enc of operations with the disturtec
area being reclaimec according tc the Bureau of Lana Management (BLM)
recomriendaticns.  Also the operator would prctect the livestock water pipeline
which runs adjacent to the county reoad.

E. Alternatives

1. Mo Action

The result of this action would be not tc allow Castle Valley Mining Company
to construct a mill and open a gypsum mine.

I111. AFFECTED ENVIRCANMENT AMD ENVIRCNMEKTAL CONSECUEMNCES

A.  Regional Setting

The proposea operation is located on the western flank of the San Rafael Swell
in Emery County, Utah.
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b. hatural Environnent

1. Air Cuality and Noise

The air quality in the affected area is gooa although it can be dusty at
tires, especially when it is windy. The subject lanc is in-Class II arez
which provices for well controlled growth and development to protect air
quality. bkost noise is caused by vehicles passing through the area on the
county road. .

a. Proposec Action

Cust would be generated by excavaticn ana crushing of the gypsum and by
vehicular traffic. The diesel generator and vehicles woulc emit fumes. The
particulate air quality standards would probably be exceeded locally for short
pericas of time, but the operaticn would not have any effect on regional air
quality. Gbtaining an air quality permit from the Utah State Air Cuality
Board would assure that the operation would not exceed National ane State air
quality standards. Noise generatea by the equipment and the mill woulc be
hearc for several miles. :

b. No Action
io impact.

2. Soils

Scils in the area are generally cléyey to sanay, pcorly developea and shallow.

a. Propcsea Action

The small amount of soil loss woule cccur due to a minor increase in the
erosion rate caused by the proposea operation.

b. No Acticn
Erosion rates would be maintained at their present rates.

3. Topograrhy

The subject land is locatea cn the west flank of the San Rafael Swell, a
breached doutly plunging anticline. Tc west are the broac Castle Valley and
the liasatch Plateau.

& Proposec Action

The surface of the hill woula be lcwered by 12 to 20 feet due to the removal
of the bed of cypsum.
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b. No Action

No ‘impact. -
4. Geolocy

The ‘Jurassic Carmel Formation outcrcps on the subject land and dips less than
10 cegrees to the west-northwest. Fossils foundea in the Cermel include
clams, oysters, snails, ammonoids, scaphopods, crinoids, bryozoans, worms,
corals, starfish, and echincids.

a. Proposed Acticn

kn undeterminea number of fossils could be destroyed by the proposed opera-
tion. The cypsum removea wculd be irreversitly ana irretrievably lcst.

b. No Action
ho impact.

E. liater

There is no live water cn the subject land. The nearest perennial stream is.
the San Rafael River, 2.2% wiles tc the south. .

a. Proposed Action

The excavation of the material would cause a small increase in the amount cf
sediment contained in the surface runoff. ko significant increase in the
total suspended particle content in perennial streams is expectec as the
result of the operation.

b. No Action’
No impact.
6. Vegetaticn

Vecetation in the affected area consists of Indian ricegrass, sana dropseea,
curly grass, shaascale, Castle Valley clcver, four-wing saltbush, winterfat,
ana snakeweed.

)

a. Proposed Action

Vegetation would be destroyea on 20 acres for the duration of the operation.
keclamation shoulc restore procuctivity to its former levels.

b. No Action

No impact.



7. Animals

Mammals found in the affectea area include antelcpe, coyctes, cottontail
rabbits, jackrabbits, wooud rats, baagers, cord kangarco rats, rea fuxes, gray
foxes, white-tail antelope, ground squirrels, bats, mice, ana voles. Birds
occurring in the area include sparrows, swallows, wrens, horried larks, golden
eagles, marsh hawks, rough-legged hawks, ferruginous hawks, rec-tziled hawks,
and prairie falcons. Reptiles frequenting the subject land are side-blotchec
lizards, western fence lizaras, great basin gopher snakes, striped whipsnakes,
.western rattlesnakes, western terrestrial garter snakes, woodhouse toads, ana
great plains tcacs. o .

a. Proposea Action

Animals would be displaced into surrounding areas by the operation fer the
Tife of the project, but they woula be expected to return once reclaration.is
completed. : . .

b. ho Action
No iripact.

C. Cultural Environment'

1. Human Aspects

A county rcad runs ac¢jacent to the proposec operation on the east and north
sices. This road woulc be used for access.” A livestock watering tank and
pipeline occur next tc the county rcad. :

a. Propcsed Action

The operaticn ‘coula interfere with the Tivestock use of the watering tank.
Heavy vehicular traffic could damage or break the pipeline, thereby reducing
or eliminating water flow. If the operation prevents livestock use cof the
watering tank, the operator would have to move the tank to a suitable
locaticn. The operator would be responsible for any damage to the pipeline
causea by his operation anc thé pipeline woula be repaired immediately upon
aiscovery of any damage. : '

b. No Acticn

No impact.

2. Land Uses

0i1 and gas lease U-56040 covers the subject land. The khite.Cap =8 mining

claim (UMC 232550) was locatea on (ctober 6, 1S€C, by Clark R. Powell,
Claucette Powell, Randy Powell, Corey Powell, Melvin H. Kincsbury, bertha
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.Kingsburg, Zachery Powell, ana Dana Erman. The 1€U-acre placer mining claim
was leased/sold to A.J. Cornell. A small pit exists at the northeast cerner
of the proposed rine. :

Primary land uses are grazing and recreation. The subject land is in the
Buckhorn Allctment and the grazing capacity is 1 animel unit month (AUK) per
25 acres. Recreational use is primarily sightseeing by recreaticnists on
their way to Wedce Cverlock. liost use cccurs during the spring ana fail.

a. Proposed Action

There weculd be a minor decrease in fcrage available fer livesteck for the life
of the project. The mine and mill would be & visual distraction to recrea--
tionists on their way to the Wedge Overlook. Reclamation should restcre the
area such that it would blend in with the surrounding landscape.

b. No Action

No impact.

3. Visual Resolrces

The zffectea area is in a Class III visual manacement area in which contrasts
tc the basic elements of form, line, color, ana texture causea by a management
activity may be eviaent ana begin to attract attention in the characteristic
lanascape; however, the chances shouid remain suborainate te the existing
characteristic ]uncscape.

a. Prcposec Action

The operation as proposed woulc not meet the stancards of Class 1II for the
life of the project. Painting the structures tc tlend in with the surrounding
landscape would partially mitigate the visual impact.

b. No Action
No impact.

4, Land Use Plans

Emery County has the area zoned as Mining and Grazing 1 (M&G-1). The San
Rafael Manacement Framework Plan (157S) encourages development cf mining
claims providing the activity aoes not inipact other resources sicnificantly.

a. Propeosed Action

The proposec operation is in conformance with both local ana BLM land use
plans.



b.. No Acticn
No impact.

5. . Socioecchomics

The nearest town is Castle Dale, 12 miles tc the west-northwest, which had a
population of 2,455 in 1963. Currently several coal mines are closed or
producing at reducea levels, thereby depressing the local eccnomy.

a. Proposed Acticn-

The proposed operation would provide jobs for an estimated 1G to 15 people,
thus reducing the unemployment rate which would benefit the local economy to a
minor extent. . .

b. No Action
The unemployment rate would not be reduced and the local economy would not be
benefittec.

IV. CONSULLTATION AND PUBLIC INPUT

A, Acencies and Individuals Consulted

No agencies or individuals were consulted.

6. Pubiic Input

No public comment period was held.

Appendices

A. Map

E. Envircnmental Assessment Worksheet

C. Checklist fcr Environnental Assessment
C. Photographs .
E. Plan of Operations

Wanc 0166D
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

1. Action / lan G'S ofer‘\~f(0n1 Jor a

chalKHille area”

[Eam wiine ‘VN w171 7, 7Ae

/1S, R, /0&, Sec fan'l? 4ty g 2

2. Stages of implementation

3. DISCRETE OPERATIONS

4. COMPONENTS, suuC OMPON ILNTS

5. .ANTIC ll’/\ rep

6. REMARKS

AND ELEMENTS IMPACTED IMPACTS
A. AIR ) i
Climate ole O
_Ewm{s$i0hg 0 =ti-L
Far“'lao\‘ﬂ 28 -L|-L|-L
B. LAND
B ] O
g rayhy o0 _—
§ gm 7 lo oo
o ‘!é -L10 |0
§_falﬂ9_'folo_gj KO | ol
C. WATER
| (oround walen Q0 O
| SurYace Wa'er-..,;m -LI-LI0 |.

1II. LIVING COMPONENTS

A. PLANTS (Aquatic)

NA.

P P P

P U 1

/N



DISCRETE OPERATIONS

COMPONENTS, SUBCOMPONENTS, ANTICIPATED REMARKS
AND ELEMENTS IMPACTED IMPACTS

II. LIVING COMPONENTS (Con.)

B. PLANTS (Terrestrial)

~L

L

___G rasses
S,‘Ir‘q s

Fo rbs ~L-

C. ANIMALS (Aquatic)

NA

§ Y

nmmavamem b e e e e e e o 4 et e 2 ot A —

D. ANIMALS(Terrestr;'al)

T |-

Mawmmals
! "

res

Rogliles

A. LANDSCAPE CHARACTER

___..‘:V_L/J_cay?;g,____ .....

B '/fvSu'n LM S
3
<
N
4
% B. SOCIOCULTURAL INTERESTS
T
= 50”‘04:_0»10 mic$ FLiFL[+-4
Ce, I fur'n , "x ()
R ; = A ~Al- L
A. ECOSYSTEM PROCESSES,
@H" STRUCTURES, AND FUNCTIONS O O D
o
317
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Action — Enter action being taken, analytic step for which

worksheet is being used, environmental viewpoint of im-
pact, and any assumptions relating to impact.

8. Worksheet is normally used to analyze '‘Anticipated

In;{u:rls" of action; however, it may be used to analyze

""Residual Impacts.’’ Worksheets may also be used to
compare impacts before and after mitigating measures
are applied. ' .

b. State viewpoint that best describes environmental im-
pact. For example, a fence viewed down the fcuce
line has greater impact than the same fence viewed
over an entire allotment. Generally, narrow viewpoints
better illustrate specific impacts than will broad
viewpoints, .

¢. Assumptions may be made to establish a base for
analysis (e.g. estimated time periods, season of year,
etc.).

dtages of Implementation — Identify different phases of
proposed project (e.g, a road project consists of survey,
construction, use, and maintenance stages).

Discrete  Opcrations — ldentify  scpurate  actions
prising a particular stage of implementation (e.g. the
construction stage of the road project has the discrete
operations of clearing, grading, and surfacing).

Elements Impacted — Enter under appropriate heading oll
environmental elements susceptible to lmpact from uction
and alternatives. Relevant elements not contained in the
digest should also be entered. See BLM Manual 1791,
Appendix 2, Environmental Digest,.

com-,

S.

Anticipated Impact — Evaluate anticipated impact on each
element and place an entry in the appropriate square indi-
cating degree of impact as low (L), medium (M), high (H),
no impact (O), or unknown or negligable (X). Preceed
cuch entry by a plus (1) or minus (=) sign indicating a
benelicial or adverse type of impact. If type of impact
reflects a matter of opinion or is not known, do not pre-
ceed with a sign. For example, construction of a wind mill
on open range has a dcfinite visual impact; however, to
some people the effect is detrimental while to others it is
an improvement. By not entering a plus (+) or minus )
slgn the worksheet is kept factual and unbiased. If both
degree and type of impact are unknown, place an (x) in the
appropriate square.

a. The measures of impact (e.g. low, medium, and bigh)
are relative and their meaning may vary slightly from
action to action. The term 'low’'should not be ap-
plied to impacts of u negligible nature. For example,
we know that a pickup truck driving down a proposed
fence line laying wire has some impact on air quality,
However, the significonce of this impact is not
normally great enough to warrant even a *‘low’’ rating,
In cases like this, the impact will usually be marked
‘0" or the element left off the worksheet.

b. It is recognized that some environmental elements may

defy accurate measurement or in-depth analysis with-
in current Bureau copabilities or expertise. The nature
of the action as well us type and degree of impact
should guide in the decision to seek outside expertise
or assistance.

6. Remarks — Euter clarifying information.
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CHEL 3T _FOR_ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSHL

EA No: [/T—Oé7~$é' Y Project:qu/k/%ij/fﬁylk“fxw/;m

The following mandatory items have been considered in this Environmental
Assessment. [Items which may be impacted have been discussed within the
Environmental Assessment; the remainder will not be affected and are not -
discussed. . '

Proposed Action:_ A4, ,vove a Jf2/an JP @,,’,,,,—;L,‘a,,; 7@
77 r4 ‘
2160 & uﬂyfjuln I.H 7‘4& Céa /k /7‘[//}' A 1-ra.

May Be Will Not , Specialist Signature/
Impacted Be Affected _ : Date ‘

1. a.[ ] [4/ Threatened or Endangered — N - - -
: \ff Species - Plants Q)LW)‘?)J){>
b.[ ] ' { Threatened or Endangered — /U : _
: Species - Animalis \)M 1’—’}"/55

58 -
2. (1] [ ¥4 Floodplains and Wetlands f.lf,’ . Ddcpmn 1 /!3,'55’
. 1t . ~/ ’
. (1] (4] 'Wilderness Values J‘g&\\“ Q—_r_.\w\c”‘_ iu/N/ZS
4. [T ] Areas of Critical J s ‘ .
Environmental Concern = ~ig i\ ‘r-:"_’*_';\{\._‘,_ Sty Au:»/'}//?j
- . . \ . \. ; ‘ * ' '
5. bB7] [ 1. Visual Resource Management o N (\\ o Mf-\;,\. . /0./1/23
: ’ ~ I T ) &
6. [T [ ] Water Resources : (CA T Dlrsey, T W/ 3/55
' =~ 1. o
7. [+ [1  Air Quality (cr & Dilggama 117 3/$f
8. [ ] . (v] Cultural or Historic -
Resources éﬁ.}, QA - Sl /0/227/83"
9. [.] L] Paleontological Resources t .
’e . //’
0. (] (x] Prime or Unique Farm]andsqft:\—;.,(,(; // U ts  Iarief s
- . . o \ SR
1. [} ] Wild and Scenic Rivers \\;'\; \\'\.\\ N K\\-’““S“f s /[/11/3‘5

The above project has been analyzed for conformance with BLM blans and con-
sistency with local government plans. Significant discrepancies are dis-
cussed in the body of the Environimental Assessment.

BLM Plan and date: ‘gnh ,?a ',D.qg/Ma“gppmf /,_/‘_ 'E,«_,,,,eluaré"

4
Plan _wae ageroved o6 DrFsber 14 /275
,’ 4

-

. /
Lecal governmant plans ana date: Fovw., g “h, va < <o =
e 27 ;

—_— - ~ . e ;':;‘ O
< NNhirad r‘.~"f0/ll/!ﬂh L) ; A e /’1":9/"
[ -
UT-060-1790-4
September 1983
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Proposed Chalk Hills Gypsum Mine:
North End Looking South.

. Proposed Mi11 Site as Viewed From
the Hil1.



E.

Access - County Road.

D.

Proposed Mill Site as Viewed
From the County Road.
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. Moab_District ﬁiew»nfegt,;r
.San "Rafael Resource Area

il - 3809

?f-fﬁ}liygg. P, 0. Drawer AB ~i--
(U-067) [0 #TGC price, Utah 84501
Meo A d. Cornell < o o e
, Castle Valley Mining Company el 0CT 31 1985 ,
~ P.O, Box 1240 . TR e T e
- --Castle Dale, Utah 84513 . - oil et

Tt oo e . RN A - N e

Dear Mr. COrneII'"'>.' S e T

Pursuant to 43 CFR 3809.1- 6(a)(3) we wi11 requ1re an additional 30 days to re-
view your plan of operations. We have been unable until the week of October 26
to obtain a specialist to address the {mpacts your plan of operations would .
have on afr quality and water resources in the environmental assessment we are
currently preparing. . ,

We would like to remind you that the State of Utah a]so requires permits such } !
as a mining permit from the Division of 011, Gas and Mining and an air quality
permit from the Division of Afr Quality o

We need the estimated production for the proposed gypsum mine and m111 both
daily and yearly. Please contact Neil Simmons of my staff at 637-4584 regard-
ing these production figures. Thank you for your cooperation. - ‘

Sincerer yours,

.\ e T ""ll'v"f

RN, = B
’-:..'..» Tis EnSiie

". &

oEn 8
é g‘.’ w3

Area Manager

NAS{mmons:ds:10/31/85 | Actin
Mag Card II ' orne
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o *: Moab District = - .
":iSan Rafae1 Resource Area ' - ‘s
ot AP, 0. Drawer AB ~i~‘<f*f;
e Prfce. Utah 84501 =it

Mr. A. . Cornell
Castle Valley Mining Company R : S ‘
PoO.Box 1200 .o T

Dear Mr. Corne]]

We have received and reviewed your notice for construction of a md]l floor on
the White Cap No. 7 mine claim in Emery County, Utah. The livestock water
pipeline which occurs. on the claim will have to be protected; and, if {1t is
broken during .the course of operation, the pipeline will have to be repaired
1mmed1ate1y. , _

The construction of the mi11 will also be addressed in the environmental

assessment currently being prepared on the plan of operat1ons which you sub- . \

mitted earlier. ‘Qg
4

Sincerely yours,

s psnai

fa] Sastsd A, ferngy

Area Manager

HASimmons:ds:10/21/85
Mag Card I1
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MINING PLAN

f)

B

Filed by

Castle Valley Mining Company
to satisfy the requirements of
43 CFR 3809.1-5

Operator Name and Mailing Address

Castle Valley Mining Company
Attn: Mr. A. J. Cornell
P.0. Box 1240 ' '
Castle Dale, Utah 84513

Mining Claim Name and Serial Number

=239~ 22,2450

White Cap g - UMC 284655

Location

T. 19 S., R. 10 E., 8W1/4 sec. 23, SLC Rase and Meridian
Ruckhorn Reservoir Quadrangle’

Description of Operation

Castle Valley Mining Company is planning to mine gypsum from the deposits
that crop out along the low ridge just north of Clovds Pond. Because the
deposit 1is flat 1lying and crops out at the surface, mining will he done
utilizing surface mining methods in the following sequence:

a. Topsoil will he removed and stockpiled adjacent to the mine area.

h. The relative flat-lying beds of gypsum will be ripped utilizing a bull-
dozer.

c. Dne or two front-end loaders will load the broken gypsum onto a con—
vevor belt that will transport the rock a short distance to the mill.

d. The mill will be housed in a steel 200' x 40' building. Portions of
this building will also be utilized for maintenance shops and offices.
Rock delivered to the mill will first be cycled through the primary
(jaw=type) crusher located 'just outside of the buflding.

e. After ore has passed through the primarv crusher {t 1is sent to the
secondary crusher where it is classified to the finished size.

f. Properly sized ore is heated to remove anv moisture and then shipped
utilizing conventional dump trucks licensed for highwav use.

Access

Access to and from the mine will he via existing roads.

1
)



6.

7.

Time Frames

If proper permits and permission can be obtained construction of the mill
should begin during late October or early November. Once in operation the

mine will operate year round.

Periods of Nonoperation

Extended perfods of nonoperation are not expected, but should they occur,
measures to he taken to maintain the area in a safe and clean manner and to
reclaim the land involved to avoid erosion and other adverse impacts shall
be filed with the Authorized Officer.

Prevention of Unnecessary or Undue Degradation

To prevent umnecessary and undue degradation all operations will be con-—
ducted in a customary and usual manner and consider the effects of mining
on other resources and land uses. The pipeline that runs adjacent to the
existing road will be protected and mine areas will be fenced to protect

 livestock. Disturbed areas will be reclaimed according to the attached

reclamation plan and BLM recommendations.

Power

Power will be generated on site utilizing diesel-powered generators.

o @20
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RECLAMATION PLAN

Access to and from the mine will utilize the network of existing roads.

The operation will mine only ore. Since no overburden exits at the area to
be mined, there will be no waste dumps created.

Processing the ore involves only crushing and drying; as such, there will
be no deleterious materials or substances used or generated at the mine,
nor will there be any generation of mill tailings.

Reclamation will be an ongoing process.

Reclamation will be commensurate with mining aﬁd will include the following
steps: . - . )

a. Topsoil will be pushed aside and stockpiled.

b. Mining will proceed from east to west and remove the ore to. a depth of -
about 12 to 20 feet over most of the small knoll. No pits will be
created and few if any highways will he developed. As stripping con-

If any unnatural-appearing benches or highwalls are created during the
course of mining, they will be reshaped to blend into the existing con-
tour. : .

c. After reshaping the mined out areas, topsoil will be spread bhack over
disturbed areas.

d. Standard farming methods will be used to prepare  seed bed prior to
planting.

e. Disturbed areas will be planted according to BLM recommendations for
seed type and amount, season of planting and fertilizer requirements,
if any.
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
MOAB DISTRICT - MOAB, UTAH

)
fass

NOTICE OF EXPLORATION OR MINING FOR LOCATABLE MINERALS
Coon (5 acres or less of surface disturbance)

T

43CFR 3809.1-3 requires all operators conducting exploration and/or mining for
locatable minerals to submit the following information to the Moab District
Manager fifteen (15) days prior to the beginning of operations. This form
will assist in preparation of the required information.

1. * Name and mailing address of claimant:
& iﬁff/eCVq//cy /”/n/py Co,
J oV ne
FO, Boy | 240, uslt Lale, U774 59513

2. Name and mailing address of operator (if different than above):

m—

3. Name’and Utah Mining Claim (UMC) number for c]a'pisj2¥o1ved:

White Cop #F - Ve 2 3daRE

4. Describe the activities proposed. Include approximate date of commencement
and completion of reclamation. Include description and ]ocat1on of operations
and access. Describe type of equipment to be used:

Lay Sloor Jor py /) - 100’/\/‘7’0’.

5. Will construction of access invliove cuts of more than three (3) feet on the
uphill side? :
(‘fc-s

The undersigned declares that reclamation will be completed to the standards described
in 43CFR 3809.1-3(d) and that the Moab District Manager will be contacted upon
completion of reclamation.

Cet 3, 1995 i%rf gqmu

Date : Slgdﬁ%ur??bf Claimant or Operator



